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January 1, 1969 


Honorable laensay Clark 
Yhe Attorney Scaeral 
Department of Jus tic® 
kashiagton, B. C. 

Bear Mr. Clark: 

previous correspondence with you has been less than retarding 
and* Mix© a answered at all. h&s bass snsasred no a.- res pensively, thar® 
is this difference betwesn »y writing you and say writing J. Sdgar 
Hoover: Ho never answers anything, responsively or otherwise, having 

refused to seal si© a van a proas reioose he himself issued falsely at- 
tacking 3i®. * 

Because you ere the Attorney 0 sacral aad because the natters of which 
^ ^rl«@ sro th® responsibilities of the Da sc ora t is administration now 
about to leave office, I again address you about the Improper withhold- 
-hg that ©mounts to suppression of tha evidence In the ssurdar of j?r®si— 
dent Kennedy. Qm of the things X would like you to boar in salad, is 
|?our own ©xeswfeiv® ©rd&f of Oc tobor 31 * 19&&i la It, you directed that 
"the entire body of evidence considered by* th® k'srrsm Commies ion "be 
preserved intact ’. This maaas that everything considered by the Coraaia- 
alon must be in the Sational Archives. 

Among the; s a txiiags not in tha national Archives arc r®ccts*bs under your 
personal control.^ This includes such items of evidence considered* by 
the v©©sis sica - in fast, basic to its conclusions — &s tha spectrograpiiis 
analysis of th® bullet end various fragments of bullstis) ssid to have 
oesa use© la th© assassiastioa. «aoa, after promulgistiofx of your order* 

I asked for this evidence &t the national Archives, I wea told it was not 
there. In my presence th® Federal Bureau of lave a t iga t ion was phoned and 
told too Archives it was, citing a file. I soon proved this file was not 
of and did not include the epactrographic analysis. The FBI has sine® 

'to -supply it# Sir# Hoover just refused to jsy iBttar on it* 

This most basis evidence is act covered by say of th© guidelines, cannot 
properly be considered to be covered fey the subsequently ©nested ’’Freedom 
of Zafori&fttioa Act’* X X ssj e^titl^d to it* and X & ak you fo? It* 

I asst you to recall that th® FBI wns tae Commission.* a major investigative 
arm and the supplier of its technical and certain analytical services. 

©hat it considered'' in this work it ^considered I * 3 for the Commission. Yet, 
la supplying what was identified a® Ceraalssio a Document 11*85, It failed 
to supply certain of th# essential evidence. On the pag© hussfe©r©4 11 of 
this file* th® concluding susnfceaca reads, 3 Tfe© Identification Division 
further ad vis ad that the two latent fingerprints developed &r© net iden- 
tical with the fingerprints of BSE 8AR7SY ©3WA18". The National Archives 
inf ©rms me they have no record of whose fingerprints these wore. Astound- 
ing as It is to & t-ij&t & pi&c® o£ p&p#i* px*$#$x**/6cl £ ingssrpriats 

2 ©r so long a period of time, it is no lass astounding to no that whan 
the FBI allegedly was looking so diligantly for any Oswald aoccmplic®, 
end it did hav® ©videos© of such an accomplice, it did not give the Com- 
mission the ns me or names of those whose f ingss'prinfcs were found on the 
literature Oswald distributed in Mew Orleans. This information, which 
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should have been available to the Coasalasicas, should have been an Impor- 
tant part_o f its deliberations, alec should new be *n gbe Sltiowl A?! 
calves. it seems to be immune to proper withholding. I ask you for a 

*? 1 ageritSs ?® tia S * s the Commission’ s inves- 
tigators end for it, showed numerous witnesses various photographs. Some 

?£ *I£ ao ? tha Rational Archive 3, and usually it is impossible 

vO r*kt9 to pictures with the investigative reports , so it is not pos- 
sible to know which pictures were shown which witnesses. I ask that you 
filS i?Jc! it‘ 9aZ remedied, that a complete file of pictures, ©sch Identi- 
fy? 3 with the proper investigative reports, b© sent to the Metional Ar- 
fend thera made available in the usual manner. 

LfJ®? v5\w^ T tM ? in ? lu f® eac ’ il and ®vsry one of the photographs ob- 

SL t ? ja !j I t .®? d . no L si X® a the ttoanaission, not put in the Commission* s 
:;ir ®V aot * orted to ttaa Commission and in the full, unedited form simi- 
larly be adued to the • intact' evidence in the National Archives. In 
]S i !-??? nO0 5 ic,a i. 1 "*? fc fco ain S 1 ® out Wfc three of the very large number 
xsotio ^ i<it ^ photographs fitting this description and of 
copies. One is the first of two Polaroid pictures taken by 
tZ S t-h>f^J'' QOTV ^' nt J 3 r A s,s<s>nd is tiv> motion-picture taken 

S ? n +.°L ?a r of Portland, Oregon. Another motion 

Picture is that taken by John Marti n, of Minneapolis, Minnesota. the 

“? r vrf0 ai *f 8ns8 * * ?iss ' HSr own evidence convinces we each was edited. 
XI" 1 *®? * a * Siven vhe Warren Commission, whose files do not even reveal 
Ift ® saat taken **• Martin. Both show, or In the form 

filial 0 *?*/®* 3bo ^® a * Oswald’s literature distribution in Mew Olleaas 
leasing «o hi a arrsat on August 9* I9»3° This was the subject of an ex- 
tensive FBI investigation. I ask that what is deposited in the National 
Archives include everything removed by the FBI before the film was r©~ 

GWn ? r ? > la tijs torm ° r copies, if that does not exist in 
tha o. igihala, which were retained by the FBI. 

a further ask that you cause to b© depositsd in the National Archives 
those pertinent reports of interviews with witnesses that were withheld 
from the oowmission and/or are not in its files. I hav© the statements 

Arehii?! 3 arA in5 f rviaw f d * wia ®r® tb *r« is no report in the National 
Archive® ana wnere tnera is no record in the files of tha Commission of 
th® ©xist-sne© of the reports. 

S* Attorney doners!, like any busy executive, can become 
W? a ***®f «• depends for complete «** ©w^oaublu in- 
iomtioH. 1^ b**leve I know what has not been oeaauniea feed to you. 

./-aould you, wax a® you era still Attorney General, want to rectify what I 
a® soOilbcnt history will record sc a record with which you may act bo 
consent, X^aa ‘ w ' i ^ i 5§ you any kelp I osa. Should this inferss- 

?® a ® available by your succbscor or the cowing adninletration. 
it will be a considerable reflection upon you personally, the adaiaiatre- 
tion of whxch you arc pert, and the Datsooratio Party* 


There remains unanswered correspondence batweer 
responsive reply as soon as possible. 


us. I would appreciate 
sincerely. 


Harold k’eiaberg 


set Prod Hinson, Jr 



